1998:61) on the importance of the psychosocial has not fully been accepted. In light of this, it seems an opportune time for sociology to revisit Freud's work. But, revisiting or remembering a theorist is no easy task. Inevitably their work is open to reinterpretation, critique and appropriation; in short who is the 'Freud' we would be revisiting? Each of these books presents a different 'Freud' and, in doing so, demonstrate to us that the means of representing theorists are often as important as the content of the theories.
The Freud of the Break with Tradition and the Missing Mother
Whitebook's intellectual biography claims to identify a 'new ' Freud. This Freud is shaped by developments in the field of psychoanalysis and has two key elements.
Firstly, Whitebook confronts the figure of the 'missing mother' in Freud's thought and life. In doing so he is building upon two changes within psychoanalysis: the success of the feminist critique of the 60s and 70s and the increased importance of pre-oedipal (i.e. roughly prior to the age of four) approaches to development from Melanie Klein onwards. The second element of Whitebook's Freud is 'the break with tradition'. He places Freud in the lineage of 'Hegel, Nietzsche, Marx, Durkheim and Weber' (p. 17) , all of whom saw modernity as involving this break. Freud however takes a slightly different approach to these thinkers. Rather than emphasising the rational, his work often emphasised the irrational by centring the psyche and its attendant drives. Therefore, reflecting the claim of Roudinesco (2016:215-232) in her recent outstanding biography of Freud, Whitebook sees Freud as part of the 'dark enlightenment' which in attempting to 'enlist the critique of reason and of the subject to formulate an "expanded" conception of rationality and subjectivity that is broader' than the pure Enlightenment version also intended to do 'justice to the truth content of the irrational ' (p. 12, 236 However, there is a danger with exercises in intellectual biography of the type practised here by Whitebook. In short, by seeking to explain the value of intellectual work as illuminating something about that author's life, it reduces their value as explanatory pieces of social theory beyond what they tell us about one life, at one point in time. The Freud which emerges from Whitebook is a fascinating portrait of a dedicated and complex man who wrote books which sought to solve his own psychological issues. In this sense, if one is interested in an attempt to apply psychoanalysis to the founder of the field this is a valuable book. If, however, one is seeking a justification for Freud's work as telling us something about the world today 5 and an inspiration to return to the original texts, it is much less valuable, beyond Freud's place as a thinker of the dark Enlightenment.
The Late Biological Freud as an Intellectual Example
Dufresne's book on the late Freud confronts the question of his relevance as a social theorist head on. His answer does not seem encouraging: For all of his foibles and faults, Freud demonstrates over and over again how it's done…So while the results are not repeatable, not universal, and finally not applicable to anyone but Sigmund Freud, the colossal effort of it all is still exemplary…Freud, in short, still teaches us to speculate and dream big -however wrong he was about all the riddles of life ' (p. 256) To make his case, Dufresne discusses the three key works of Freud's cultural turn -
The Future of an Illusion, Civilization and its Discontents and Moses and Monotheism
-bookended by a preface, introduction, conclusion and coda which places them in the context of Freud's work more broadly. In doing so Dufresne makes two claims about 6 Freud. Firstly, while the cultural works have often been dismissed by those seeking to claim the scientific status of psychoanalysis -partly on the basis of Freud's own classification of them as 'speculation' -they in fact are 'the revelation of everything Freud held dear to the theory and practice of psychoanalysis' (p. xvi). In doing so, they also demonstrate Freud's intellectual underpinnings.
Rather in Civilization and its Discontents with its critique of the 'baseless illusion' of materialist psychology (Freud 1930:63 of modernity. This Freud is not only a psychosocial thinker, but could also be seen to overcome the 'positive injunction to ignore biological processes' which advocates of the biosocial are so critical of, albeit in a Lamarckian fashion which might now be rejected (Meloni et al. 2016:8) .
The Freud of Multiple Interpretations and Politics
Whitebook and Dufresne's texts, as intellectual biography and theoretical analysis Psychoanalytic Association sought to turn its practioners' focus inwards. In doing so however, they faced public censure in the McCarthy environment for their excessive focus on sex. Psychoanalysis accommodated itself to this situation in two ways.
Firstly, analysts emphasised psychoanalysis' affinity with religion by claiming they did not intend to remove the guilt from sexual desires, but to ensure guilt was experienced in the 'right' circumstances, in relation to 'problematic' sexual desires. These critics also suggested that such psychoanalytical understanding of PTSD, and potentially trauma more generally, are only episodic, rather than endemic to situations of colonialism or capitalism, with a ready cure to be found, meaning 'trauma work had become a business' (p. 121). ' (pp. 208-209) . As also discussed by Zaretsky (2015) it was these kinds of themes which were central to the development of a 'radical' Freud in a variety of struggles around the world. In this sense, Freud survived by his ideas moving away from the clinical, scientific setting he preferred and towards the forms of cultural speculation, of the 'philosophical anthropology' he practised, though still spoke dismissively of, in his late years. It is a figure closer to Dufresne's, rather than Whitebook's, Freud who emerges victorious in Herzog's account.
Returning to my opening question, the Freud of Herzog's text is, to repeat her term, a fundamentally 'plastic' one, open to multiple interpretations and able to be attached to varied political agendas. This is the value of the rich intellectual history produced here. By focusing on how Freud has been used, we can see that the question of 'which
Freud' is an ongoing one, which responds to different intellectual, social and political contexts.
The Context of 'Freud'
As Dufresne puts it: 'theory always has a context' (p. 14), I would add that context is multifaceted. For Whitebook, it is primarily personal, how the lives of theorists impact the shape of the theory they offer. For Dufresne, while personal factors are important, we also need to consider the intellectual debates and exchanges of which they are part. Meanwhile, for Herzog, it is the intellectual and political context in which theory is received which shapes its outcome. All of these are, of course, not mutually exclusive and each text reveals to us a different facet of the body of theory we attach to 'Sigmund Freud'. What 'Freud' we choose to revisit may depend on the grounds upon which this revisiting is done.
